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COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE U ' ITED STATES

r
WASHINITON, B.C. Roeds
_ . EE/JJC)

August 16, 1973

Rational Scanning, Incorporated
Box 133
Kenaingtpn, Mary)and 20794

Attention: Hr., Txm Battsrthwaitae
Feglonal Markating Manager

Gentlenens

By letter dated July 10, 1973, and prior correspondsnce, you
protected the inclusion of Bpecinl Mmovision b in fuvitation for
bids (IFB) DJ-A~73+32, issued by tha United Btateam Department of .
Justica,

The solicitation wag issued for thay procurement of automatie
data processing cervices for the Departmwnt's O0ffice of Computer
ferviceas, Spocial Provision 4 of the IFB atated that "offerors
specifying performance at ony location outside the liatropolitan

! Waehington, D,C. area will be rejceted as nonresponsive." The
Waohington Metropolitan eres vas defined to {nolude the Diatrict
of Colunbia, Montgowery and Prince Grorges Counties in Maryland,
Arlington, Falrefux, Loudon and Prince William Counties, Virpinia,
and the cities of Falls Chwrch, Falrfax, and Aiexandris in Virginia,

It is your contention that such restriction is unrecossary as
your fiim 48 capable of performing from a location outsida the
donignated area. In this connection, you state that your firm has
performed tacks for the Govermmant “which are asimilar in scope and
scala, but whose facilities are mot contiguous,”

The Department of Justico reports that in determining to restrict
thic nollcitation to the Washington, D.C, aroa it was {nfluenced by
thae follovwing considerationa:

1. "o accessity for cloas lialson betwaer. the
Oxrermmont and Contractor Representatives,

*2¢ A tuvoesteek 'turn-around' time, with require~
ment for pickeup and delivery to be effected
by the Contractor at the Office of Computer
Bervices,
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"3, Tha noed for adequate control cwvar souros
docments, and the inaxpedicncy of delivers
fng documents and magmitic taps by meil,

4o The potential contract administration problems
rosulting froa industry«vide solicitation
(technical directions and interpretations of

specifications given by muil, telrphone, ete,).

*5. Procurescnt regculations relating to excessively
long bidders 1ists (FIR 1-&',205.4),

"6. Probable response from firma within a reasonable
comnting distanca,”

The drufting of specifications whish ruflmct tha minirux noeds
of the Govornmant is the rcaponsilhiility of the agcncy enncerned,
51 Compe Gane 315, 321 (1571). Our Office has yeconnized the ripht
of thn azencies to restrict performancoe within o particulay geosraphical
ares whan the circunstauces are approprinte, Bes B=l&5TL, January 4,
1957, and cases cfted, Vnere & bid inclules an excoption to such
requirernent it may be rejocted as nonrenponsive, Ve have also hald,
bovavor, that a conforcdng bid ray be eccented even thoush at thy
tins of bid oponing ard autxd the nececacary facilities axe mot
located within the designated arca if it ia determined that tho Hiddez
18 cannble of comnliance by the tinme perforuance is duo as this 1.1
matter of rerponaibility, Hee 50 Comp, Gen, 769, 772 (1971), and
cases clted,

Bince 1t is our view that the Departmant of Justice has
estnbliched & reasonabla hasis far the xestriction in the instant
prociremsent, your protest is deniod,

Sinoerely pnwrs,

PauT 8. Dexbling

For the Comptroller Gemernl
of tha United States
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